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SAN DIEGO CITY SCHOOLS
Research Department

EX2CUTIVE SUMMARY

1982-83 SCHOOL LEAVER STUDY
OF THE SAN DIEGO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

April 9, 1985

Issue/Concern

The problem of students permanently leaving school before receiving a highschool diploma is currently a focus of coc.cern for the public, the legisla-ture, the California State Department of Education, atd school districts.This concern is evidenced by the many recently published newspaper articleson school dropouts; the introduction of legislation to define dropouts, andto develop dropout prevention programs; the incluaion of a school's dropoutrate as a Quality Indicator
under the State Department of Education'sAccountability Program; and the adoption of dropout prevention programs byother school districts.

Additionally, much research has been done acrossthe nation to define this problem and profile school leavers (dropouts).
San Diego City Schools has now completed a study to identify the parti-culars of its school leaver problem using 1982-83 school year data. Thisstudy reports the district's r:hool leaver rate, as yell as, thE followingschool leaver information:

Racial/ethnic identification
Sex
Age

Grade level
Status at time of leaving
(e.g. full-time employment,
married)
Month of leaving
Limited Eaglish Proficient
(LEP) status

Handicapped status
Grade point average
Reading and mathematics test

levels

Personal and social
adjustment placements

Suspensions
VEEP and magnet program parti-
cipation

Gifted status

This report updates and goes far beyond the information reported to theboard in May 1982 regarding 1979-8u school leavers.

Recommendation

The district should develop early inte!wention and other school leaverprevention.programs to reduce the number of school leavers, paying specialattention to the Hispanic and Slack students who are especially at risk ofleaving school before receiving a high school diploma.

xi



Executive Summary
1982-83 School Leaver Summary
Page 2
April 9, 1985

Bud et Im lications

Budget implications will depend on specific plans adopted for school leaverintervention and prevention programs.

Policy Implications

Efforts to reduce the number of school leavers supports the district'sgoal to provide equality of opportunity for quality education.

This report prepared by Dr. Robert Barr, consultant to the ResearchDepartment.

JUG: jd
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SAN DIEGO CITY SCHOOLS
Research Departsent

ADDITION TO
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

1982-83 ecHooL LEAVER STUDY
OF THE SAN DIEGO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

April 9, 1985

Findints

The findings of this study et the district's 1982-83 school leaver rate at
4.5 percent; 1,602 of the 35,886 grades 9-12 students withdrew from schoolthat year. The last reported study on this subject concluded that 5.6 per-cent of the 1979-80 school year students withdrew. The reduction in school
leaver rates between these two studies in large measure grows from the dif-ference in the breadth of the follow-up study sampleo. In the 1982-83
study followed up contact was attempted for all former st.idents in all
categories which the computerised student database listed as school leavers;
thd 1979-80 effort followed up only persons classified in two of the seven
school leaver categories. The follow-up contacts in both years uncovered
many persons believed to be dropouts who were enrolled in school somewhere.The 1982-83 study follow-up contacts allowed more persons to be
reclassified as continuing their education rather than as s0ool leavers.

The school leaver findings of both years' studies are cloaely comparable in
all other respects. Hispanics have the highest school leaver rates,
followed by Blacks. Grades 10 and 11 have the greater incidence of school
leaving. Males leave school at just slightly higher rates than do females.

It should be noted that the school leaver rates of this study--both single
year and cumulative--may not appropriately be compared to dropout figures
reported by the federal government, the state, or any other school
district which does not usc the ame definition of school leaver and use
follow-up procedures in collecting data. Legislation currently pending for
California should resolve this intrastate inconsistency.

JHG:jd
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Background

The purpose -of this study ia to determine the number of
school leavers (dropouts) from district schools during
1982-83 for grades 9 through 12; the characteristics
associated with school leaving; overall rates of attrition;
and attrition rates for students with certain
cnaracteristics. A 'school leaver' is a student who leaves
the district before obtaining a high school diploma or
passing the California High School Proficiency Examination
and does not enroll in another echool or alternative
educational program within a specified time period.

Definition of School Leaver

The specific definition of 'school leaver' varies widely frog
dstrict to district. For the present study the following
definition is used.

A San Diego Unified School District leaver is a
student who participated in and left any grade 9
through 12 during 1982-83, had the ability to meet
graduation requirements or pass the California High
School Proficiency Examination, is not known to have
transferred to another high school or educational
program, and who did not re-enter the district by
October, 1983. [A more technical definigion is given
in the methodology section.]

Essentially the same definition is used in the 1979-80 San
Diego Unified School District Leaver Study. For that reason,
this report compares the present 1982-.83 findings throughout
with the corresponding 1979-.80 findings. However, the
findings of the two studies are not eutirely comparable due
to certain differences in data collection methods. These
differences and their implications for comparisons are
discussed in the section on methodology.

The definition of school leaver the district will use for
future studies will change because of pending state
legislation. The state's definition is expected to be of the
following fora: A school leaver is any student who ceases to
attend school before receiving a high school diploma or its
equivalent and who does not enroll in another public or
private educational Institutioa within 43 days. The state
will require all districts to report school leaver rates to
the California State Departsent of Education.

1
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Unlike the practice usied for the prevent study, the state'splan does not provide for individual student follow-up
(questionnaires and telephone contacts) for determining thestatus of forcer students. Bence, district leaver numbers
and rates computed according to the state's plan will
undoubtably far exceed the numbers and rates reported in thisstudy. Follow-up on individual students reveals many caseswhere former students who were initially regarded as school
leavers were, in fact, attending school or an alternative
educational program elsewhere even though the district neverhad received a request for transcript of the forcer student.

Definition of Attrition Rate

This study reports annual attrition rates for each grade
level from 9 through 12, an annual overail rate for grades 9through 12 taken together, and an estimated four-year
cumulative tracking rate.

Methodology of the Studx

The Research Department identified as potential school
leavers students who met the following criteria:

1. were in grades 9-12 durind the 1e82-83 school year,

2. were not apeciai education students who did not have
the capability to meet graduation requirements
or pass the proficiercy examination,

3. were coded as leaving school with a ntatus in one of
the following categories:

a) Droppedwhereabouts unknown
b) Married
c) Dropped--voluntary withdrawal, over 18
d) Exemptifull-tice employment
e) ExemptMental conditions interfering with school

attondence
f) Exempt-hardship
g) Exempt--pregnant
-

(Note: These are among the district's official
withdrawal status categories in Administrative
Regulation and Procedure 2960.)

did not re-enter the San Diego City Schools
by October, 1983.



These criteria were used to select by computer the records of4,309 seudents from the total 1982-83 nrollment of 35,886.To check the accuracy of the resulting computer list ofschool leaver., follow-up activities were conducted. Eachsecondary school or program office reviewed a
computer-generated list of their leavers. Particularattention was directed to recoding student* whose recordindicated a request for transcript bad been received fromanother school. All students who remained on the list afterthe school reviw were sant a questionnaire requesting thereason for withdrawal or the activity (e.g., full-time
employment) engaging the former atudent immediately upon
withdrawal from school. If there was no response from theformer student, the Research Department attempted a telephonecontact. Information from the questionnaires and telephone
contacts enabled a further update of students' records. Inmaking the updates, the district's official withdrawal codeswere used whenever possible. However, school leavers who
were contacted and were under 18 who did not fit into any ofthe official district leaver categories were reclassifiedinto an unofficial category, "Dropped - voluntary withdrawal,
under 18".

These follow-up steps eliminated 2,707 former students from
the original list of 4,309 names. Generally, the former
students eliminated were found to have transferred to anotherpublic or private school system. In addition to eliminating
nonleavers from the original computer list of leavers, the
follow-up resulted in the recoding of some former studentswhose original withdrawal status was unknown with a more
opecific leaver status. However, there were 667 students whocould not be contacted and, therefore, remained as
"whereabouts unkaown." These follow-up steps produced a
reasonably reliable database for the study.

Sieiliar data collection procedures and checking methods wereused for the 1979-80 school leavers study. however, the
follow-up checking and data screening procedures were not asinclusive as those of the present study. Por the present
study, all records of all students in every leaver statuscategory were examined. Phone contacts were attempted forall students whose records could not otherwise be reliably
corrected.. Unlike the present atudy, follow-up checking anddata collection for the 1979-80 study vat limited to two
categories: "dropped whereabouts unknow" and "dropped -
oluntary withdrawal, over 18." Pot the 1979.40 study, these
followup activities reduced its original computer list of3,688 former students to a final list of 2,119 leavers. Thisis a reduction of 422. The 1982-83 follow-up activitiesreduced its computer list from 4,309 to 1,602. This is a 632

3
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reduction.

The present findings are not, therefore, entirely comiarablewitlt those of the 1979-80 study. The incomparability isaluost certainly limited to a direct comparison of
corresponding school leaver rates. School leaver rates canbe expected to be lower in the 1982-83 study just becausemore non-lelvers were eliminated from the 1982-83 databasethan from the 1979-80 database. This does not affect othercharacteristics of the findings and it remains entirelyreasonable to compare general directions, rankings, andprofiles from one study to the other.

II. FINDINGS

The district level findings of this.study are found in thstatistical tables of this section. School level findings
regarding racial/ethnic identification and leaver status arefound in Appendix A.

The narrative of this section highlights significant factsfound in the tables of findings. The analysis is dividedinto two general sets. The first set consists of generalfactual findings regarding district leaver numbers and ratesb) status, grade level, school type, month left and thestudent demographic characteristics of sex and ethnicity.The second set of findings consists of findings which closelyrelate to the student's school experience and which supportthe thesis that most students leave school to escape anenvironment in which they feel unsuccessful.

The findings regarding the district's profile of schoolleaver rates are entirely consistent with those of theearlier 1979-80 study and with the coneensus of findingsreported in other studies. There ars ne surprises and nounexpected patterns of school leaving. The overall districtschool leaver rate is within the range of annual schoolleaver rates reported by other large urban school districts.The rates at which students leave by status, grade, sex andethnicity are also consistent with the patterns found inother studies. Nevertheleus, there is cause for attention toschool leaving in the district. Over the four.-year periodfrom the beginning of the ninth grade to graduation, thisstudy estimates that 16.5Z of the original freshman classwill leave the educational system entirely. This is a loss-of. 163 students for every 1000 students entering the ninthgrade.

In the second set of findings, the analysis provides evidence

4
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to support the generally recogezed thcsis that students
leave sshool, if they.tave a choice, when their experience is
consistently one of poor or failing performance and that this
is true of the majority of school leavers. This study found
that those students who suffer "disadvantages" with respect
to school performanne leavs school at rates more than five
times those without disadvantages and at rates 10 to 15 times
higher than those with "advantages."

Other studies report evidence that is both extensive and
conclusive regarding this point. In fact, it has been found
that it requires only a few variables relating to school
performance and aspects of disadvantage to predict with a
high degree of accuracy who will leave high school.

Leaver Rates by School Types, Grade, Month, Status, Sex and
Ethnicity

Table i displays the basic finding of the study. Of the
35,886 diatrict students enrolled in grades 9-12 during
1982-83, 1,602 left chool without returning before October,
1983 or transferring to another school or pursuing an
alternative educational program. This is an overall district
annual leaver rate of 4.52. The earlier district study found
that 2,119 of 38,124 students had left school during 1979-80.
This is a 5.62 leaver rate.

Detwsen 1979-80 and 1982-83, district total enrollment
declined by 5.92. However, the number of school leaver:
declined by 24.42. This reduction in leaver rates between
the 1979-80 and 1982-83 sight be due in small part to an
increase in student retention, but is probably largely due to
the sore comprehensive followup activities of 1982-83 study
compared to those of the 1979.40 study. If follow-up
acitivities had been equally comprehensive for the two
studies, then there is little evidence in this report to
believe that the re.°4 of the two years wouid not Dave been
nearly the same.

Table 2 provides a distribution of school leavers by the
month in which they were recorded as leaving school for the
1982...83 school year. Nora students left in June and
September than In other months, accounting for 382 of all
school leavers. Zvidently,liany, students sake decisions
about leaving at the end or the beginning of a school year.
Sowever, during each month of the 1982..83 academic year an
average of 72 of the eventual total of school leavers ieft.

Tabli 3 compares the school leaver rates of 1979-80 and

15



TABLE 1

SCHOOL LEAVERS, 1979-80 AND 1982-83

vat NLIPIBER OF
LEAVERI

DISTRICT
fpROLLMENT

*MAL
LEAVER RATF,

1979-80 2,119 38,124 5.6

1982-83 1,602 35,886 4.5

DIFFERENCE -517 -2,238 -0.9

V. DIFFERENCE -24.4 -5.9 -16.1

6
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TABLE 3

SCHOOL LEAVERS BY SCHOOL TYPE, 1979-80 and 1982-83

1979-80

MI 70.42%
SR HIGH
rat 1815%
COHT/OPP

4.91%
ATYPICAL
MI 4.61%
SP PROG
CO 1.91%
JR HIGH

1,79-II

1982-83

I 11114611UTION LEAVER

011243

EM 58.50%
SR HIGH
ECO 25.80%
CONT,OPP

6.60%
SP FROG
E22 5.4e%
JR HIGH
I=
ATYPICAL

1 111111110110N LEWERWM Ma ELL= JAIL JEER 01211 ilLaild EL "EU
,11011011 HIGH (91N) 40 7,478 1.9

IENIOR HlH 1,417 24,431 71.2

ATYPICAL 4 104 1,146 4.9

COATIA/OPPORT 4 3113 1,434 11.1

OFICIAL MIRAN 4

TOTALS

8.5 SO 4,341 5.4

5.2 937 24,225 54.5

9.1 59 11912 3.7

21.4 414 1,591 28.1

le IR -Li 2i. i ..711 t
2,119 31,124 166.6 1.4 1,112 AIM 110.0

1.4 (I)

Lb (1)

3.0 II)

29.1 12)

u.6 (2)

4.5 111

OBICS: 1. Ao tidiest, of tie total side, of grade 9-12 %talents servod drill the entire 197911
or 1912-13 school year. The figures ore dovelopid hy Mils to the October suroillent,
the total seder of irate 9-12 stylists oho 'stored district schools Moon October and
the end of the school year.

2. lopligatit covet of students. Ira to the may students oks ostor the costissation/
opportunity schoolund special proven free ether schools althis tki district, the
estisettd enrellseltliisres iodide the coat Of statists olio trassforred fro anther
district 0921 to these 'Cholas Orin, the Wool year. 1111 approach to estioatieg the
mallard sos adoptet so tdat.the level of school Watts, for these schools lad prioress
is sot migrated.

loopersulissice losch, kir, Rigid !tidbits, sod O'Farrell Icksol of Croative led
Ferfortinttrts.
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1982-83 for types of school sites or programs. Both in
1979-80...and 1982-83 jOnior high schools had the lowest . -

attrition rates of all school or program types. The 1979-80
junior high attrition rate of 0.52 is 10 tines lower than the
overall rate for that year. The 1982-83 junior high rate of
1.42 is 3 times lower than the overall district rate of 4.52.
On the other hand, continuation and opportunity schools
(Garfield and Twain) and special programs (homebound,
licensed institutions, independert study, and nonpublic
schools) had the highest attrition rates. These rates were
about four timep higher than their corresponding overall
rates.

In both 1979-80 and 1982-83 school leaver rates for senior
high schools were nearly the sane as the corresponding
overall diatrict rates. In 1979-80 the differeuce was very
821111 being only 0.4 percentage points (5.6% overall vs. 5.22
senior high). In 1982-83 the differenca is a somewhat larger
0.9 percentage points (4.52 overall vs. 3.62 senior high).

For atypical schools (Compere, Mission Beach, Muir, Wright
Brothers and O'Farrell SCPA) the 1979-80 rate of 9.12 was
higher than the district overall rate of 5.62, while in
1982-83 the 3.02 attrition rate for atypical schools is lower
than the 4.52 overall rate. The explanation for this
reversal in ranking, the only one found in the entiy:e
analysis, is not clear.

In 1979-80 senior high schools and the continuation and
opportunity schools accounted for 702 and 182, respectively,
of all school leavers for total of 882. At the same time,
these schools enrolled 942 of all grade 9-12 students. In
1982-43 these sane schools accounted for 592 aud 252,
respectively, of all leavers. This totals to 842 of all
leavers while their enrollsent waa 902 of the district's
total.

Table 4 coopers* data on school leaver rates for 1979-80 and
1982-83 according to grade level. In both periods, most of
the attrition occurred Among 10th and llth graders. Seventy
percent of all 1979-80 'leavers were 10th or Ilth graders. In
1982-83, 652 of ell leavers were also sophosores or juniors.
Preshoen-end seniors left school at rates below the overall
district rate in both years, accouating for 302 of all school
leavers in 1979-80 and 332 in 1982-83.

Table 5 cospares the attrition rates of sales and fenales for
1979-80 and-1982-83. The ratio of sale to fesale leavers in
both school years is essentially the sane, about 542 sale to
462 fuel*. Male attrition rates are higher than fesale

9
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NILE 4

WOOL LEAVERS 1Y ME, 1979-18 AND 1982-83

IIII 1979-80
1 H

GRADE_LEUEL
M 1982-83

ISZ
ttn-80

5122
Z D1STRIBUTICN LEAVER

MI EMI Eti feu
SHADE 9 238 9,607 11.2 2.5
WADE 10 766 10,446 36.1 7.3
ME 11 735 9,722 34.7 7.6
WADE 12 211 law ILI 4.6
Tork.s 2,119 38,124 100.0 5.6
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434 9,525 27.1 4.6

616 9,181 37.8 6.6
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4%*

1979-80

TABLE 5

SCHOOL LEAVERS BY SEX, 1979-80 AND 1982-83

En 54 . 60%
MALE
1= 45. 40%
FEMALE

1982-83

=
MALE
CI 4E.. 63%
FEMALE

117,4D_
1,12-113innuarricti own z D1 MI KITI LEPARdifia WELl Eildi21 NM Sal LAM

$4.4

ILI
110.0

145? 19,611

/VW -2A2 14111
TOTALS 2,119 X,124

$.9 555 11,553 53.4 4.6

3.2 ILN2 VA 4.5
54 1,402 35,116 110.1 4.5
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rates in both years ao well, since the ratio between total
enr011ed sales and total enrolled females is nearly the same
at approximately 512 to 492.

Table 6 provides a breakdown of school leaving by Ithnic
groups for 1579-80 and 1982-83. For the four major
racistlhithnic groups, the school leaver rates for 1982-83 are
3.12 for Asian/Pacific Islander, 3.82 for Whites, 5.12 for
Blacks, and 7.42 for Hispanics. Asian/Pacific Islanders have
the lowest attrition rates of the four groupa, Asian/Pacific
Islanders leave school at a rate four-fifths that of the
White group while Black and Hispanic leaver rates are 1.3 end
1.9 times higher than that of the White group. For both the
1979-80 and 1982-83 school years, the Asian/Pacific Islander
group's attrition rate is the lowest, followed by Whites,
Blacks, and Hispanics.

Table 7 provides a cross-tabulation of numbers of leavers and
attrition rates by grade level and racial/ethnic
identification for 1982-83. There are no comparable 1979-80
findings. The table shows that the rank order of school
leaver rates among racial/ethnic grc.aps does not vary.in
important ways from grade level to grade level, excluding the
American Indian/Alaskans whose numbers are too small to
provide a reliable profile. The usual rank order of
Asian/Pacific Islander, White, Black, and Hispanic shifts
some at the 9th grade and 12th grade levels. At the 9th
grade level, the rank order is Asian/Pacific Islander, Black,
White, and Hispanic. At the 12th grade level, the order is
White, Black, Asian/Pacific Islander, and hispanic. However,
since the addition of only a few leavers to one or another
group would rearrange the rank order again, the changes in
order are not significant. All racial/ethnic groups leave
school most frequently during the 10th and llth grades. Morethan 352 of each ethnic group's leavers, leave during the
llth grade.

Table 8 shows the distribution of school leavers for 1979-80
and 1982-83 according to their school leaver status. All
categories are official except "Withdrawal, tader 18" which
is an unofficial category. (SeQ the methodology section for
an explanation.)

For 1982-83 most of the leavers have a "Dropped - whereabouts
unknown" leaver status despite follow-up activities to
determine what htppened to these students. There are 41.62
'of-the.eases in this status, over twice as many as any other.
The analysis found that 30% "voluntarily" withdrew from
school in 1982-83. Of the 383 voluntarily withdrawing
ltavers, 442 or 169 were under age 18. The statuses of

12
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TABLE 6

SCHOOL LEAVERS BY EHNICITY, 1,79-00 AND 1,02-83
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48? miff 1$.3 n.0 3.2

1,EI2 24,20, 0.5 51.1 4.5

417 5,171 15.4 13.7 7.1

110 2,631 S., 5.2 4.2

3 . 114 8.3 1.1 2.6

-21 . .Lit --- .....

2,113 $I,124 111.1 110.1 5.6

13

411 5,577 15.5 n.7 9.4

743 13,7g1 53.0 46.4 3.8

233 5,774 16.1 18.3 5.1

147 4,617 13.1 3.2 3.1

I 117 1.1 1.5 6.1

-- -.... - .- .. ....
11602 35,186 110.1 110.1 4.5
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TAULE 7

SCNOOL LEAVERS BY GRADE AND
ETHNICITY, 1982-83

TM

AGE ATIJAIJINGHISPANIC 2 WHITEr:3

N1014N10

SLACK

217.1
ASIAN

imma PaC1F2;

1521 AS/AN/PACIFIC

AM IND:AN

41ASKININ :101.1,114 9$ 176 52 14 2 850 LUAUGRADE 1545 4850 1525 1200 36 1146
134112..LmEN7

6.2 3.6 3.5 8.2 5.6 2.1 LEAvER RA1E (%)
27.1 50.3 15.1 6.8 9.6 100.0 ROw Y. OF LEAvERS23.3 23.7 18.1 16.3 25.0 21.8 COL X OF LEAVERS5.1 10.9 2.3 1.5 0.1 21.8 TOT % OF LEAARS

107x 3:J 202 83 37 2 434ORADE 2578 5157 1550 1225 25 9525
7.0 2.1 9.4 1.0 8.0 4.6

25.3 46.5 11.1 8.5 0.5 100.024.2 27.2 20.3 25.1 25.0 27.1CO 12.6 8.2 2.3 9.1 27.1

11,14 163 250 126 SS 4 604MADE 1374 2071 1503 1112 23 9182
11.1 8.1 3.4 4.6 12.2 6.6
26.1 42.5 20.1 9.1 1.7 180.031.7 24.7 42.0 37.4 It.0 37.810.2 16.1 7.1 2.4 8.2 37.0

12's 43 107 31 22 2 212MADE 1080 4445 1206 1222 23 8834
4.0 2.2 2.6 2.0 0.0 2.6
204 58.3 14.6 14.6 8.0 100.019.5 14.4 10.6 23.1 CO 13.22.7 . 6.7 1.1 1.1 0.0 13.2

TOTALS 421 743 293 147 4 18028577 19731 1774 4627
117 25816

7.4 3.8 8.1 2.1 6.0 4.5
25.7 46.4 18.2 1.2 8.5 100.0100.0 110.0 100.0 110.0 100.0 180.025.0 46.4 10.2 9.2 CS 100.0

24



.0
TABLE 8

SCHOOL LEAVERS BY STATUS, 1,79-80 AND 1,82-83

900

Tee
600

580
t 480

300
200

2 leo

66666

1 1.1

LEAVER STATIAS CATEOORY1979-90 2 1992-SZ

li$VER STATUt

1979-80

NM P. DISTRIBUTION
OF _LEAvERt

DROPPED-WHEREABOUTS UNK 687 32.4

MARRIED
67 3.2

WITHDRAWAL, UNDER 10 231 10.1

101HDRAWAL, 11 8 OyfR 425 20.1

PULL41ME EMPLOYMENT 254 12.0

MENTAL CONDITION (1) 410 11P.)

MARDSM1P
3. 0.1

PREONANT .12 Li
TOTALS

2,111 100.0

1982-83

WILE
X DISTRIBUTION

OF LEAvEat

667 41.6

58 3.6

169 10.5

214 13.4

272 17.0

164 10.2

e 0.5II JAL
1,602 100.0

NOTE* 3. la the 1979-00 report 64 school leavers, this category was called
natipt-Trvancv.°
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"married", "hardship" and "pregnant" accounted for a combined
total at 7.22 of the 1982-83 the school leavers.

Inspection of Table 8 indicates that there may have been animportant improvement in the rettion of students who vould
have left wi.th the leaver status categories of "withdrawal,18 & over" or "mental conditions interfering with schoolattendance." For "withdrawal, 18 & over" the number of
leavers declines from 425 in 1979-80 to 214 in 1982-83, a 50%reduction. For "mental conditions interferins with schoolattendance" the decline is from a 1979-80 figure of 410 tothe 1982-83 figure of 164 leavers. This is a reduction of60%. These are large redactions. The other leaver steltulicategories are essentially unchanged from 1979-80 to 1982-83.

Some of this reduction is certainly due to the more
comprehensive 1982-83 follow-up procedures and some resultsfrom the greater numbers of students exempted to alternative
educational programs (high school diploma, adult educationand independent learning center programs) in recent years.During 1979-80, 743 students were exempted for t-ternativeeducational programs while in 1982-83 there were 909.Students not receiving this exemption probably would havebeen coded as leavers in one of the two categories showingsubstantial decline. Thus, the district appears to btretaining more students who are potential leavers.

Table 9 provides a cross-tabulation of numbers of leavers by
racial/ethnic group and leaver status for 1982-83. With fewexceptions, the proportions of each racial/ethnic group amongthe seven leaver status categories are the same (sea the
column percent figures). However, Blacks did leave schoolproportionally less frequently for full-time employment or toget married than other groups. Whites leave at a
disproportionately higher rate in the "mental conditions
interforring with chool attend&nce" category than otherethnic groups. Asian/Pacific IrAanders seem to leave in
disproportionately higher numbers to get married or towithdraw when over 18. However, even in these exceptions tothe overall proportions (the last column of Table 9) only afew more or less leavers would change the result. So thesedifferences are not highly significant.

An Estimated Four-Year Cumulative Tracking Attrition Rate

'Ttbla 10 displays a simulation model for calculating
cumulative four-year tracking graduation and attrition rates.It uses ea parameters the 1982-83 annual attrition rates bygrade reported in Table 4. The model proposes a hypothetical

16



SCHOOL LEAVERS BY STATUS AND ETHNICITY, 1982-83

HISPANIC WMITE BLACK

STATUS
DROPPED 117 276 146
WHERE UNK 26.5 41.4 21.9

-43.1 37.1 49.8
11.0 17.2 9.1

MARRIED 14 24 3
24.1 41.4 5.2
3.4 3.2 1.0
0.9 1.5 0.2

WITHDRAwAL 35 205 25
UNDER 18 20.7 62.1 24.9

8.5 14.1 0.5
2.2 6.4 1.6

WITHDRAWAL 51 78 50
18 4 OVER 23.8 V6.4 23.4

12.4 3b.5 17.1
3.2 4.9 3.1

FULL-TIME 77 148 26
EMPLOYMENT 283 54.4 9.6

18.7 19.9 8.9-f-
4.8 9.2 1.6

MENTAL 44 97 16
CONDITION 26.8 59.1 8.8

10.7 13.1 5.5 1-
2.7 6.1 1.0

HARDSHIP 3 o 5 o o37.5 0.0 42.5 0.0 0.0 100.00.7 0.0 1.7 0.0 0.0 0.50.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.5

ASIAN
PACIF2C

mil INDIAN

ALASKAN TOTAL

67 1 667 LEAVERS
10.0 0.1 100.0 ROW % OF LEAVEN
43.5 12.5 41.6 COL % OF LEAVEN
4.2 0.1 4.6 TOT % OF LEAVEN

17 0 58
29.3 0.0 100.0
11.6 - 0.0 3.6
1.0 0.0 3.6

3 1 169
1.7 0.6 100.0
2.0 12.5 10.5
0.2 0.1 10.5

33 2 214
15.4 0.1 100.0
22.4 - 25.0 13.4
2.1 0.2 13.4

19 2 272
7.0 0.7 100.0
12.9 25.0 17.0
1.2 0.1 17.0

6 1 364
3.6 0.6 100.0
4.1 12.5 10.2
0.4 0.1 10.2

PREONANT 10 15 22 2 1 5020.0 30.0 44.0 4.0 2.0 100.02.4 2.1 7.5 1.4 $2.5 2.1-
.

0.6 0.9 A.4 0.1 0.1 2.!
IOTALS 411 743 293 147 e 140225.7 46.4 10.2 9.2 0.5 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,*)25.7 46.4 10.2 9.2 0.5 100.b
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TABLE 10

A SIMULATION MODEL FOR ESTIMATING A FOUR-YEAR
CUMULATIVE TRACKING ATTRITION RATE

GRADE 9

3.Et7.

1000

38

962 I

GRADE 10

4.6X

44

918

GRAOE 11

61

857

GRADE 12

2.6X

22

LEAVERS

165

16.5%

18

pal 910

P35

793 42

ORADUATES

79.3%

CONTINUING

4.27.



class of 1000 students,cntering the ninth grade in districtschools.. During the freshman year, 3.82 or 38 students letiethe class. The remaining 952 advance to the tenth grade.During the sophomore year, 4.62, or 44 of these students,leave school. By the time of graduation 165 of every 1000students entering district ninth grade classes will leaveschool entirely within four years. This is a four-yearestimated cumulative attrition rate of 16.52.

This model produces an estimated four-year graduation rav:e aswell. Since some students will nl)t progress normally, anestimated 42 students are shown as continuing in schoolrather than as graduating. This is 4.22 of the originalclass, a figure cOnsistent with that found in other studies.The estimated four-year graduation rate is, therefore, 79.3%.

Leaver Rates with Res ect to "Advantage/Disadvantage"

This section presents findings that support a thesis which isrecognized in the research literature as explaining theoverwhelming majority of school leaving. The thesis is thatstudent will leave school, given the opportunity, to escapefrom an environment in which he/sho experiences him/herselfas persistently unsuccessful. Since school is about acadelLicperformance, those students who are consistently poor orfailing academic performers can be expected to have highattrition rates. The data available to this study supportthis thesis.

Table 11 shows the school leaver rates by age for 1982-83.Sixty percent of all the 1982-83 leavers are 17 years old andolder. Since for normal progress, seniors would be 17 yearsold, the fact that 602 of the school leavers are 17 or olderwhile only 132 of the leavers are seniors (see Table 4)
suggests that many of the leavers have been held ba.;It atleast one grade. Several important studies haws found graderetention to be highly predictive of school leaving.

Table 12 is a cross-tabulation of attrition rates by age atleaving and racial/ethnic
identification for 1982-83. Thetable shows that all racial/ethnic groups have sialliarschool leaving patterns in that for each group at least 372leave when 17 or 'older. Rol/ever, the Asian/Pacific Islandersleaf?, less frequently at 17 than any other group but atrelatively higher rates at 18 and 19/20. Only 14.22 of thisgroup leave at age 17 compared to the range of 29I to 312 forthe other ethnic groups. On the other hand, 40.82 of theAsian/Pacific Islanders leave at age 18 and 12.22 at 19/20compared to averages of 252 at 1$ and 32 at 19/20 for the

19
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TABLE 11

SCHOOL LEAVERS BY ABE, 1992-83

..........

14 1 16 1 1 b 19
AGE AT LEAU I NG1982-G3

NUMBER PERCENT CUMULATIVENE AT LEAVINg. VAVINB RISTRIBMUN PERCENT
13/14 YEARS OLD

52 3.2 3.2
15 YEARS OLD

210 13.1 14.4

16 YEARS OLD
379 25.7 40.0

17 YEARS OLD
499 30.5 70.5

10 YEARS OLD
417 26.0 96.6

19/20 YEARS OLD
--21 ALA 100.0

V.:TALS
11602 100.0 100.0
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IABLE 32

SCHOOL LEAVERS IVY ME 4D ETHNIC3TY, It52-13

AGE AT LEAVING
HISPANIC co WHITE

1:=1 SLACK

sPAN:c &HITE

ABE

SLACK

E5 ASIAN/PACIFIC

ASIAN Ng INDIrri
PACIFIC ALAket4 TOTAL

13/s4 12 21 13 1 - 5 32 LSAAR5Y6445 0L0

15.0 40.4 25.0 1.0 0.0 110.0 ear v. or L14.4651.2 2.0 4.4 2.4 1.0 2.2 COL X or L6AvE4s3.1 1.3 0.0 1.3 0.0 1.2 TOT X Or LO4v165

15

ylos 0L0
12 :23 24 20 z 2i0

24.11 13.1 13.4 9.5 1.5 100.012.7 35.2 11.2 13.4 12.5 11.13.2 7.0 6.5 1.2 3.1 11.1

14
v$AR0 01.0

04 let 7! 22 2 $79

24.0 49.6 10., 6.1 0.0 380.022.9 11.2 24.2 11.6 17.11 13.71.9 11.7 4.4 3.4 1.2 11.7

17 110 211 21 2 409TOMS OLD
14.1 12.0 11.4 4.1 1.4 1110.020.7 14.7 20.7 14.2 21.0 10.17.4 16.1 2.4 1.2 Oa 10.5

11 121 147 67 60 1 42711011 OLO

19.0 21.2 21.9 24.6 2.1 120.1
29.41 10.$ 20.7 40.2 11.0 26.07.6 9.2 2.4 1.7 0.: 26.0

194'20 11 16 e IS I 01Vi602 SO
13.i 20.1 14.11 22.7 LS MO2.1 2.2 1.7 11.2 3.0 1.4IS 1.0 II 1.1 IS 1.4

11141.1 431 PO Pi 647 34662

$6.7 44.4 $S.) O.: 8.4 7116.3144.1 61111.6 634.6 MA SIM 111.4SS.? 44.4 85.2 1.2 4.1 SOO..



other groups. The school leaver cross-category in Table 11
with the greatest proport:=-1 of school leavers is 17 year oldWhites. They represent 16 of all school leavers.

Table 13 displays data on the grade point average (CPA) ofthe 1982-83-school leavers. It shows that poor school
performance is related to school leaving. 'For those leavers
for which GPA data is available (1,249 of 1,602 total cases),over 702 have GPA's below 2.0. Over half of the leavers
failcd to achleve CPA's of 1.5 and over a qaarter had CPA's
lees than 1.0.

On the other hand, almost 7% of the leavers had GP5 a higherthan 3.0. School leaving for low achievers might be
accouned for in large part by the student's continual
experience of failure. However, school leaving for high
achieving students might be partly accounted for by the lack
of sufficient academic challenge and reward.

The reading and math achievement test scores of the 1982-83
school leavers displayed in Tables 14 and 15 confirm the
relationship between academic achieveaent and school leaving.School letvers are disproportionately represented in the
lower achievement quartiles with 75% of the school leavere
having reading and math scores in the bottom half of all testtakers. Over 50% of the'school leavers have reading test
scores in the bottom quartile while 442 have math scores in
the bottom qqartile. On the other hand, only about 10% ofall school leavers score in the top quartile of reading andnath achievement.

Table 16 summarizes the key "disadvantage" findings of Tables
10 (Age), 13 (CPA), and 14 (Reading Test Score) and displaysthem together with additional performance diaadvantage
findings. The categories in this table are not mutcally
exclusive. The table shows that 232 of those leaving in
1982-83 were subjects of "School Ilaitiated Placement," thatis, of a transfer from one school to another because of an
incompatability between the student and tho first school.
Whatever the particular reason for the incompatibility, it is
an indication of a condition that impairs the student's
ability to perform. This table also shows that 162 percentof the district leavers are identified handicapped students.
Of those, 702 have a learning disability*. Further,

* For some categories in Table 16 a further breakout waspossible. Important features of those breakout
are reported in the text and sometimes not shown in tables.
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TABLE 13

SCHOOL LEAVERS BY SPA LEVEL, 1902-113

33

a ea 11110 11D iigO 2.
OPA LEVELS

1902-03

NCTEs glissino cases' Were to the fact that for 353 of the student leavercases SPA data mes not recorded in the computer database. Hence 'validpercent distribution' and 'valid cumulative percent' refer to a re-.calvlation of percentape distribution escludinp the Masi's data cases.

3.4
3.0 MAU 3.49

54 3.4 4.2 97.7
2.5 TAIN 4.00 28 3.7 2.2 mho
massmo CASES zu 22411 WES
111ALS

100.0
1,602 100.0 100.0
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TABLE 24

_SCHOOL LEAVERS BY READING TEST LEVEL, 19112-03

52.10%
1ST CRT

22%
2ND QAT
02 15.10%
3RD CRT
1=3 le. se%
4TH ORT

VALID VALID
NUMBER PERCENT PERCENT CUMULATIVEREADINI_TEST SCORE lEAVINQ WTRIBUTION pISTRIBUTION pERCENT

BOTTOM QUARTILE 363

SECOND QUARTILE 153

THIRD QUARTILE 105

TOP QUARTILE 75

MISSING CASES ni
TOTALS 1,602

22.7 52.1 52.1

9.6 22.0 74.1

6.6 15.1 89.2

4.7 10.8 100.0

ILA MISSING

100.0 100.0 100.0

NOTE: 'Missing casts' refers to the fact that for 906 of the 1,602 leaver
casts reading test data was not recorded in the computer database.Hence 'valid percent distribution' and 'valid cumulative percent' referto a recalulation of percentage distribution excluding the issing data, AMIS.
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TABLE 15

SCHOOL LEAVERS BY MATH TEST LEVEL, 1992-83

44.10%
1ST ORT
lei 31.10%
2ND ORT
C33 15.60%
3RD ORT
I= 9.20%
4TH ORT

VALID VALIDNUMBER PERCENT PERCENT CUMULATIVEMATH TEST SCORE kgesali pISTRIBUTION pISTRIBMTION PERCENT
BOTTOM QUARTILE 294

. SECOND QUARTILE 207

THIRD QUARTILE
104

TOP QUARTILE
61

(HISSING CASES nt
TOTALS

1,602

18.4 44.1 44.1

12.9 31.1 75.2

6.5 15.6 90.8

.- 3.8 9.2 100.0

IL! MISSINQ

100.0 100.0 100.0

NOTE: 'Missing cases' refers to the fact that for 926 of the 1,602 leavercases math test data was not recorded in the computer database. Hence,'valid percent distribution' and 'valid cumulative percent' POWto a recalulation of percentage
distribution excluding the issing datacases.
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TABLE 16

SCHOOL LEAVERS BY CATEGORIES OF 'DISANANTAGE', 1982-83

immitasisairat
LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENCY (LEP)

HANDICAPPED

SCHOOL INITIATED PLACEMENT

PERSONAL/SOCIAL ADJUSTMENT

SUSPENDED AT LEAST INCE

OPA BELOW 2.0

17 YRS & OVER

BOTTOM READING QUARTILE

TOTAL FOR DISTRICT (4)

IlizziLkw F_Lg______
NUMBER
LEAviNg

LEAVER PERCENT OFfulaumia Beig LEAVERS

196 2,605 7.5 12.2

260 41396 (1) 5.9 16.2

367 - - 22.9

59 - - 3.9

240 5,120 (2) 4.7 15.0

8P6 - - 71.7 (3)

961 - - 60.0

363 - - 52.1 (3)

11602 35,886 4.5 100.0

NOTES: 1. These figures represent 7-12th gradt participation since figures for9-12th grades art not available.

2. Number of incidents rather than unduplicated students.

3. Those figures are calculated excluding cases where data was missing.

4. Columns do not sum to totals because of overlapping and missingcategories.
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15% of the 1,602 leavers (or 240) were suspended from schoolat leee'l once. Of the leavers suspended, 77% were iniolved
in injuring another (29Z) or disruptive behavior (482).
Another 15% of the suspensions related to drug abuse. Thistype of hehayior indicates social and echool elienNtion which
can be both-an outcome and a cause of poor.school
performance.

Students with limited English proficiency (LEP students)
comprised 12.2% of all school leavers itnd left lit a rate of7.5%. This is 1.66 times that of the district overall rate.limited English proficiency is charectkvistic that is a
disadvantage in scheol performance and porsistgote,

TOle 17 disrlsys a racial/ethnic breakdown of kEi student-4.
btapanie and Indochinese LEP students leave school at rates
considerably higher than nom-LE? students of tht; 0,404t ethnicgroup. LEP Hispanic students leave school at a XS** Vititd refgreat as non-LEP Hispanics and LEP Iudfichinese leave St a
rate four tises as great as their non-LEP Indochinese
classmates.

The table also shows that non-LEP Indochinese have thelowest
attrition rate of any racial/etlalic group identified in this
study. However, non-LEP Hispanics have an attrition rate 1.4
times greater than the overall district rate and 1.7 timesthat of the Whites. This suggests that there are unexplained
factors affecting school persistence that are unique ko
Hispanics and Indochinese.

Table 18 provides data on the relationship between
advantages" and school leaving. Those students
participating in progress that support positive interest and
success in school, namely the VEEP, sagnet, and glIted
student progress, show leaver rates fros 1/4 to 1/15 of the
district average. These students cosprise 312 of the 1982-83
grade 9-12 ensollsent yet only 5.42 of the leavers, musing
no overlap-asoug the categories. Students who perfors well
in school, as measured by CPA's and reading and math
achievesent tests, cosprise less than 112 of the school
Iseult's. This cospares to the 522 and 722 of acbool leavers
accounte4 for by those in the loweat reading quartile and
with CPA's below 2.0, respectively.

2wasarp of Pipelines,

Is sus, 1942-83 students left district schools in patterns
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TABLE le

SCHOOL LEAVERS BY CATEGORIES OF 'ADVANTAGE', 1982-83

.------1212:12-gaiii--------------NUMBER LEAVER PERCENT OFODVANTAGE CATEGORY LEAVING INROLLMENT Ben LEAVERS
VEEP PROGRAM 40 4,093 (1) 1.2 3.0

MAGNET PROGRAMS 30 4,944 (1) 0.6 1.9

01FTED PROG3AM 7 2,390 0.3 0.4

OPA ABOVE 3.0 82 . - 6.6 (2)

IDP READING DUARTILE
-LI . -

....... all (2)
TOTAL FOR DISTRICT (3) 1,602 35,086 4.5 100.0

NOTES: I. These figures represent 7-12th grade participation since figures for9-12th grades art not available.

2. These figures art calculated e.itcluding casts where data was missing.

3. Columns do not sum to totals because of overlapping and missing
categories.
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almost completely consistent with those of the 1979-80 schoolleavers,. There apprears to be some increase in rtentionalthough the decline in rates between 1979-80 znd 1982-83 islargely due to a more comprehensive 1982-83 followupprocedure. San Diego Unified School District attritionpatterns are_consistent with those found in other districtstudies.

The study supports the propositions that poor performance andperformance disadvantages correlate with high attrition ratesin the district and that excellent performance and
performance advantages correlate w'th high persistence andlow attrition rates.



RECOMMENDATION

The district-should develop early intervention and other
school leaver prevention programs to reduce the number of
school leavers, paying special attention to the Hispanic and
Black students who are especially at risk.'ofleaving school
before receiving a high school diploma.,4



APPENDIX A

Individual Site Data for School. Leavers by
Ethnicity and Status, 1982-83



TABLE 3

INDIVIDUAL SITE DATA FOR SCHOOL LEAVERS BY ETHNICITY, 1982-83

ASIAN AM INDIANNUMBEr SISPANIC Aga 100 PACIFIC, ,ALASRAN, 70TAL,
ROW Y.

BELL 0 4 0 2 0 6-- 0.0 66.7 0.0 33.3 0.0 100.0
COLLIER 0 9 1 0 0 100.0 90.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
DANA

1 1 0 0 0 250.0 50.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
MALE 2 2 .0 0 0 450.0 50.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
MANN 0 3 1 1 0 50.0 60.0 20.0 20.0

. 0.0 100.0
MARSTON 3 1 2 050.0 16.7 33.3 0.0 0.0 100.0
MEMORIAL 11 1 0 0 0 1291.7 8.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
MONTGOMERY 0 3 0 0 0 30.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
MUIRLANDS 7 1

77.0 11.1 11.1 0.0 0.0 100.0
AAC BEACH 1 2 0 0 0 333.3 66.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 00.0
PERSHING 0 a 1 0 0 40.0 75.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
BOONVELT 4 5 2 0 1 1223.3 41.7 16.7 0.0 8.3 100.0
STANDLEY 1 2 0 0 o 333.3 66.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
TAFT 1 1 1 o o :33.3 33,3 33.3 0.0 0.0 100.0
WI L SON

a 1 0 0 40.0 75.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

A-3



TABLE I
(CONTINUED)

INDIVIDUAL SITE DATA FOR SCHOOL LEAVERS SY ETHNICITY, 1982-83

ASIAN AM INDIAN
titri itiLEL 11,81K WAELQ ALEINNI IML

6/

SCHOOL SITE
CLAIREMONT 21 16 4 1 0 42

- 50.0 30.1 9.5 2.4 0.0 100.0

CRAWFORD 6 14 6 9 0 35
17.1 40.0 17.1 25.7 0.0 100.0

OOMPERS 0 1 3 0 0 4
0.0 25.0 75.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

HENRY 6 26 B 12 0 52
11.5 50.0 15.4 23.1 0.0 100.0

HOOVER 20 31 8 19 0 78
25.6 39.7 10.3 24.4 0.0 100.0

KEARNY 9 35 7 48 2 101
8.9 34.7 6.9 47.5 2.0 100.0

LA JOLLA 8 17 3 1 o 29
27.6 58.6 10.3 3.4 0.0 100.0

LINCOLN 25 2 68 3 o 98
25.5 2.0 69.4 3.0 0.0 100.0

MADISON 1 15 1 1 0 23
4.3 65.2 4.3 4.3 0.0 100.0

MIRA MESA 5 39 2 3 0 49
10.2 79.6 4.1 6.1 0.0 100.0

MISSION BAY 8 30 2 1 0 41
19.5 73.2 4.9 2.4 0.0 100.0

MORSE 23 20 20 8 o 71
32.4 28.2 28.2 11.2 0.0 100.0

POINT LOMA 23 44 3 1 o 71
32.4 62.0 4.2 1.4 0.0 100.0

UNIV CITY 2 14 3 3 0 22
9,1 63.6 13.6 13.6 0.0 100.0
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TABLE 1
(CONTINUED)

INDIVIDUAL SITE DATA FOR SCHOOL LEAVERS BY ETHNICITY, 1982-83

ASIAN AM INDIAN
roMBESI. )41sPANIC Hau mil Beam ALASKAN 1.02eLW X J

,CHOOL SITE
SAN DIEGO 116 33 35 6 o 190

..-61.1 17.4 18.4 3.2 0.0 100.0

SERRA 3 22 3 7 0 35
8.6 62.9 8.6 20.0 0.0 100.0

WRIGHT BROS 11 10 5 1 2 2937.9 34.5 17.2 3.4 6.9 100.0

GARFIELD 56 131 47 4 0 23823.5 55.0 19.7 1.6 0.0 100.0

TWAIN 21 123 23 7 2 176
11.9 69.9 13.1 4.0 1.1 100.0

RILEY 1 11 2 0 0 14
7.1 78.6 14.3 0.0 0.0 100.0

O'FARRELL SCPA 0 3 0 0 0 3
0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

MUIR ALT 1 7 0 0 1 9
11.1 77.8 0.0 0.0 11.1 100.0

HOME/HOSPITAL 7 16 12 2 0 37
18.9 43.2 32.4 5.4 0.0 100.0

LIC INSTIT 2 33 2 0 45
4.4 73.3 17.8 4.4 0.0 100.0

NONPUBLIC SCH 0 5 0 0 0 5
0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 , 0.0 100.0

INDEP STUDY 5 4 10 0 P 39
26.3 21.2 52.6 0.0 0.0 200.0

TOTALS 411 743 293 23 347 2602
25.7 45.8 18.3 1.4 f.1 100.0

NOTE: Einstein, Lewis and Mission teach had no school leavers
in 1982-13.



TABLE 2

INDIVIDUAL SITE DATA FOR SCHOOL LEAVERS BY STATUS, 1982-93

=BE/ yHERE UKN pARRIEp WITHIMAWA4 ma =Ea ma= MIME 1.2181,
scam_ SITE
BELL 4 o 1 o o o 0 666.7 0.0 16.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

COLLIER 9 1 0 0 0 0 0 1090.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

DANA 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

HALE 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 475.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

MANN 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 580.0 0.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

MARSTON 4 0 2 0 0 0 0 666.7 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

MEMORIAL 8 0 2 2 0 0 0 1266.7 0.0 16.7 16.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

MONTOMERY 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

MUIRLANDS 6 0 2 1 0 0 0 966.7 0.0 22.2 11.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

RAC BEACH 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 366.7 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

PERSHING 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 475.0 0.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

ROOSEVELT 4 0 5 1 2 0 0 1233.3 0.0 41.7 8.3 16.7 0.0 0.0 100.0

STANDLEY 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 366.7 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

TAFT - 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 333.3 0.0 33.3 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 100.0

WILSON 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 450.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 50.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
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TABLE 2
(CONTINUED)

INDIVIDUAL SITE DATA FOR SCHOOL LEAVERS BY STATUS, 1982-83
41110

11:;BERI WHERE UKN rARRliD tiumalais. gip= LW& HARDSHIP =yea isaal,
R X I

§CHOOL SITI
CLAIREMONT 12 1

28.6 2.4

CRAWFORD 17 1

48.6 2.9

SOMPERS 2 0

50.0 0.0

HENRY 23 2
44.2 3.8

HOOVER 36 5
46.2 6.2

KEARNY 46 12
45.5 11.9

LA JOLLA 19 0

65.5 0.0

LINCOLN 56 2
57.1 2.0

MADISON 4 1

17.4 4.3

MIRA MESA 23 1

46.9 2.0

MISSION BAY 19 0

46.3 0.0

MORSE 35 2
49.3 2.8

POINT LOMA 18 3
25.4 4.2

UNIV 'MY , 0

40.9 0.0

12 10 4
28.6 23.8 9.5

6 8 o
17.1 22.3 0.0

0 0 0
0.0 0.0 0.0

17 9 1

32.7 17.3 1.9

11 10 14
14.1 12.8 17.9

23 16 3
22.8 15.8 3.0

3 7 0
10.3 24.1 0.0

22 11 0

22.4 11.2 0.0

10 7 0
43.5 30.4 0.0

11 14 0

22.4 28.6 0.0

5 6 1

36.6 14.6 2.4

16 8 7
22.5 11.3 9.9

14 35 3

19.7 49.3 1.4

7 5 0
31.8 22.7 0.0

A-7

k 1

4.8 2.4

o 3
0.0 8.6

2 0

50.0 0.0

0 0

0.0 0.0

0 2
0.0 2.6

0 1

0.0 1.0

0 0

0.0 0.0

1 6

1.0 6.1

0 1

0.0 4.3

0 0

0.0 0.0

0 0

0.0 0.0

1 2
1.4 2.8

42
100.0

35
100.0

4

100.0

52
100.0

78
100.0

101

100.0

29
100.0

98
100.0

23
100.0

49
100.0

41

100.0

71

100.0

o o 71
0.0 0.0 100.0

0 I 22
0.0 4.5 100.0



TABLE 2
(CONTINUED)

INDIVIDUAL SITE DATA FOR SCHOOL LEAVERS BY STATUS, 1982-83

NUMBER
pow x

Hatunitgissap
SIT,

MITHDRAWAL MELO WEIL Man= Estmetz vas,
SCHOOL
SAN DIEGO 111 6 34 29 5 0 5 1,0

58.4 3.2 17.9 15.3 2.6 0.0 2.6 100.0

SERRA 14 3 15 3 0 0 0 35
40.0 8.6 42.9 8.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

WRIGHT BROS 7 2 7 9 2 1 1 29
24.1 6.9 24.1 31.0 6.9 3.4 3.4 100.0

GARFIELD 95 9 69 28 20 1 16 238
39.9 3.8 29.0 11.8 8.4 0.4 6.7 100.0

TWAIN 61 5 46 49 14 0 1 176
34.7 2.8 26.1 27.8 8.0 0.0 0.6 100.0

RILEY 0 3 3 0 0 0 14
57.1 0.0 21.4 24.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

O'FARRELL SCPA 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 3
66.7 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

MUIR ALT 4 0 3 2 0 0 0 9
44.4 0.0 33.3 22.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

HOME/HOSPITAL 18 2 9 0 0 0 8 37
48.6 5.4 24.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 21.6 100.0

LIC INSTIT 29 0 11 4 0 0 1 45
64.4 0.0 24.4 8.9 0.0 0.0 2.2 100.0

NONPUBLIC SCH 5 s
100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

1NDEP STUDY 16 0 3 0 0 0 0 19
94.2 0.0 15.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

TOTALS 746 se 385 277 78 8 50 1602
46.6 3.6 24.0 17.3 4.9 0.5 3.1 100.0

NOTEr.-Einstein, Lewis and Mission Beach had no leavers in 1982-83.
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TABLE 3

SCHOOL LEAVERS FOR INDIVIDUAL SCHOOL SITES

SCHOOL
SCHOOL

WILL
PERCENT OF

TOTAL ENROLL
NUMBER OF
LEAVERi

PERCENT OF
11EAVERS

LEAVER
Ben

,FLL 453 1.3 6 0.4 1.3

COLLIER 264 0.7 10 0.6 3.8

DANA 277 0.8 2 0.1 0.7

HALE 379 1.1 4 0.2 1.1

MANN 470 1.3 5 0.3 1.1

MARSTON 357 1.0 6 0.4 1.7

MEMORIAL 298 0.8 12 0.7 4.0

MONTGOMERY 360 1.0 3 0.2 0.8

MUIRLANDS 408 1.1 9 0.6 2.2

PACIFIC BEACH 407 1.1 3 0.2 0.7

PERSHING 542 1.5 4 0.2 0.7

ROOSEVELT 410 1.1 12 0.7 2.9

STANDLEY 395 1.1 3 0.2 0.8

TAFT 214 0.6 3 0.2 1.4

WILSON 453 1.3 4 0.2 0.9

CLAIREMONT 1,074 3.0 42 2.6 3.9

CRAWFORD 1,532 4.3 25 2.2 2.3

OOMPERS 967 2.7 4 0.2 0.4

HENRY 2,071 8.0 52 3.2 1.8

HOOVER 3,452 4.0 78 4.9 5.4

KEARNY 1,667 5.3 101 6.3 5.4

LA JOLLA 3,339 3.7 29 1.8 2.2
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TABLE 3
(CONTINUED)

SCHOOL LEAVERS FOR INDIVIDUAL SCHOOL SITES

SCHOOL
SCHOOL
Wail

PERCENT OF
TOTAL ENROLL

NUMBER OF
1EAVERS

PERCENT OF
LEAVERE

LEAVER

_ Ban
LINCOLN 969 2.7 98 6.1 10.1
MADISON 2,163 6.0 23 1.4 1.1
MIRA MESA 2,860 8.0 49 3.1 1.7
MISSION SAY 1,361 3.8 41 2.6 3.0
MORSE 1,891 5.3 71 4.4 3.8
POINT LOMA 1,668 4.6 71 4.4 4.3
UNIV CITY 1,178 3.3 22 1.4 1.9
SAN DIEGO 1,441 4.0 190 11.9 13.2
SERRA 2,538 7.0 35 2.2 1.4
WRIGHT BROS 258 2.5 29 1.8 11.2
GARFIELD 907 il 1.6 230 14.9 26.2
TWAIN 684 I 1.8 176 11.0 25.7
RILEY 65 0.2 14 0.9 21.5
0 FARREL SCPA 448 1.2 3 0.2 0.7
MUIR ALTERNATIVE 110 0.3 9 0.6 8.2
HOME-HOSPITAL 242 0 0.7 37 2.3 15.3
LIC INSTITUTION 319 0 0.9 45 2.8 14.1
NONPUBLIC SCH 54 M 0.2 5 0.3 9.3
*INDEP STUDY 110 II 0.2 19 1.2 17.3

TOTAL DISTRICT 35,886 100.0 1,602 100.0 4.5

NOTE: Einstein, Lewis, and Mission Beach had no school leavers in 1982-83.
--I Duplicated count of students. Due to the many students who enterthe

continuation/opportunity schools and special programs fromother schools within the district, the estimated enrollmentfigures include the count of students who transferred from
another district school to these schools during the Year.


